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'{;ﬂ?r;ﬁéa? OF “Spying’ High-Rise -
1 Near CIA Site Blocked Again | crveonr

sy

By Frank Tropin.
Staff Writer

N P

ters from the Department of the! )

Interior and the U S &
varern

- * .’ {(‘ - Tne threat of high-rise luxur

{| ‘apartments overlooking the su-

. + | Per-secret Ceniral Intelligence

,‘Agcncy headquarters near Mec-

. . Lean was fended off, probably

£ fon another “year, as the result
. of  Fairfax County  Pjanning
v Coinmission action Thursday
Aonlgat, .
"¢, The 11 - acre fract, held by
t Alexandriz developer Rohert L.
4 Travers, borders the CIA site
. v on the east and was - rejeeted
3 for - apartment zo_ninf by the
n.munty supervisors a llttle niore
t than a year ago.
v At that time the developer,
. ! through his attorney, Bernard
" M. Fagelson, also of Alexandria,
j“promised the proposed apart-
l.ments would feature a- blank
I--and windowless wall facing the
[ CIA as a precaution against
}; binocular-cquipped spies who
" might be tempted to. take ad-
% |vantagd of the project's strat-
" }-egic location, :
i Thursday,  night the planners
% rocommended - refecting Tray-
- fiers’ request without even hear-
. ‘ ng citizen objections 1o the re-
- zonilig. The lﬁlamiers' did, how-
- Lever, read three letters of

irom the ‘CIA and let
fiN.f.ud.-m.a.u-J..u‘.... .

" ing . one )
L ¥ d

PrbHc—1ton0s, agencies w ich:
described themselves as “inte-)
rested parties” to the project. )

The CIA letter, signed by R'i
. Danerian, 3 the hecpesT|
dipuly dirgctor " for.. su port,;

o

wgdd the commissioners to coh
nmissiol

tinue” maininining the Fural

jchal'atter-of ~the- Langley -arcal

in order*l¢- preserve: the CIA's;
“relative ‘isolation” In Ws vne-
acre minimum Jot surroundings,
In other zoning action, the
planners regommended favors
ably on behalf of a B-acre town-:
house development proposed on-
a tract along Woodburn Road
south of Fairfax Hospifal, s
The project, submitied by 'the.
VAL Corporation and presented

to the commission by former‘ .
supervisor Robert C. Cotten,.
represented a compromise from) - . |
garden apartment development; ‘..’
originally proposed on the land, -

Pine Ridge subdivisions,
night to speak on the develop-! . ..

ment but tempered their opposi-‘,’ .
tion with the comment that they, -

a  significant -density cutback ;
-and pleaded -with the planners’ S
to restrict further high deveiop-! - .
;projecl: were' authorized, | 7.

i Ahout 200. “townhouse units; :
leould be built on the property: -
'under current density. restrice;

in county,:-. ;. ..
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but violently objected to by citi-# P EY
zens of the nearby Camelot and!" e

Citizens appeared Thursday! =~ -

R Op-trealized the develo r had mader S
oL L osition into the record, includd) o

ment in thelr arca If the, VAL . S




